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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice to Applicant 

This communication is in response to the amendment filed on 10/26/2007. 
Claims 1-52, 54,56,58,60 remain pending. Claims 1-7, 9-52, 54, 56, 58 and 60 have 
been amended. Claims 53, 55, 57 and 59 have been canceled. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 10/26/2007, with respect to the rejections of claims 
1-60 under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, 
the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new 
ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Kobata, Rusnak and Zweben et al. 

Specification 

The abstract objection has been withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

The claim objection for claims 52-59 under 37 CFR 1.75(c) have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph rejections for claims 8-9 have been 
withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

The 35 U.S.C. 101 rejections for claims 52-59 have been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3-6, 8, 11 , 27, 29-32, 34, 52, 54, and 60 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Rusnak et al. (US 6,098,056) 

Claims 1.-27. and 52 

Rusnak et al. teaches a method of transferring at least one digital signal representing 
media content data in a communication network (see at least, col. 2, lines 60-61 ) the 
network comprising a client server device connected to at least one client station, and at 
least one destination server device connected to at least one destination station (see at 
least, col. 3, lines 8-47) wherein, when the client station receives a request to transfer a 
digital signal intended for the at least one destination station (see at least, col. 3, lines 8- 
47) , the client server device: obtains a first encryption key further to the transfer request 
(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the TIH public/private key); obtains the digital signal; 
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encodes said digital signal with the first encryption key obtained (see at least, col. 3, 
lines 8-47: server encrypts the newly encrypted DEK with the TIH's public key); encodes 
the first encryption key with a second encryption key associated with the destination 
server device connected to the corresponding destination station (see at least, col. 3, 
lines 8-47: encrypts the decrypted key with the client's public key); transfers the 
encoded digital signal to said destination server device (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: 
returns the doubly encrypted DEK to the client); transfers the encoded first encryption 
key to said destination server device (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the client decrypts 
the DEK with the client's public key and passes it along to the TIH). 

Claims 3 and 29 

Rusnak et al. the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the said digital signal is stored 
in advance on the client server (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the client access the 
server to acquire the digital content). 

Claims 4 and 30 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the transfer of the 
encoded signal to the said destination station is made by means of a centralized server 
device connected to the network (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47). 
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Claims 5 and 31 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method according to Claim 1 , wherein the first key is a secret 
key and the second key is a public key associated with the destination server device 
(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: The TIH public/private key is the secret key and the 
clients public key is the public key). 

Claims 6 and 32 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method according to Claim 5, wherein the public key is 
obtained by reading a storage means of the client server device or by generating a 
request on the communication network to the centralized server device or the 

destination server device (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47). 

i 

Claims 8. 34. and 54 

Rusnak et al. teaches a method of transferring at least one first digital signal 
representing media content data and which has been encoded using a first encryption 
key (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47), in a communication network, the network 
comprising a client server device, and at least one destination server device connected 
to at least one destination station (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47), wherein, when the 
client server device transfers the at least one digital signal encoded with the first 
encryption key to the at least one destination server device connected to the at least 
one destination terminal (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: returns the doubly encrypted 
DEK to the client), the destination server device: stores the signal transmitted by the 
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client server device (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47); obtains the first encryption key by 
decoding, by means of a second key, a message received from the client server device 
(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47 and col. 6, lines 46-54: the client decrypts the DEK with 
its private key), decodes the stored digital signal by means of the first encryption key 
(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47 and col. 6, lines 46-54: the client passes to the handler 
with decrypts the DEK with its private key), and transfers at least one second decoded 
digital signal representing a sub-part of the first digital signal representing media content 
data to at least one destination station (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47 and col. 6, lines 
46-54: the digital content can be made available to the client). 

Claims 11 and 60 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method according to Claim 8, wherein, on reception of a 
request to transfer the signal transmitted by the client server device to another 
destination station not associated with the destination server device, the destination 
server device obtains a third key associated with the destination server device 
associated with the other destination station, encodes the first key with the third key and 
transfers the first digital signal encoded with the first key and the first key encoded with 
the third key (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the examiner notes that a different 
destination device would require a different key (e.g. third key)). 



Application/Control Number: 

10/758,024 

Art Unit: 2139 



Page 7 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 7, 12-27, 33, 37-44, and 56 and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rusnak et al. (US 6,098,056) in view of Kobata et al. (US 
2002/0077985 A1). 

Claims 2 and 28 

Rusnak et al. fails to teach wherein the client server device also determines, from the 
transfer request, whether information representing at least one restriction on use by a 
destination station exists and, if so, encodes the information representing at least one 
restriction with the second key associated with the destination server device of the 
corresponding destination station and transfers the encoded information to the 
destination server device. 

However Kobata et al. teaches wherein the client server device also determines, 
from the transfer request, whether information representing at least one restriction on 
use by a destination station exists and, if so, encodes the information representing at 
least one restriction with the second key associated with the destination server device of 
the corresponding destination station and transfers the encoded information to the 
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destination server device (see at least, abstract, [001 1]-[0014]: the examiner notes 
secured transmission and delivery of digital assets with rights for a particular digital 
assets being provided to the user and FIG. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include wherein the 
information representing at least one restriction on use by a destination station exists 
and, if so, encodes the information representing at least one restriction with the 
destination server device of the corresponding destination station and transfers the 
encoded information to the destination server device as taught by Kobata et al. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to 
allow for the digital content create to maintain and enforce rings over the digital content 
(see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 

Claims 7 and 33 

Rusnak et al. fails to teach wherein the information representing at least one restriction 
forms part of the group of restrictions on the duration of authorization for the display of 
the at least one digital signal by the destination station, the storage of the at least one 
digital signal by the destination station and the printing of the at least one digital signal 
by the destination station. 

However Kobata et al. teaches wherein the information representing at least one 
restriction forms part of the group of restrictions on the duration of authorization for the 
display of the at least one digital signal by the destination station, the storage of the at 
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least one digital signal by the destination station and the printing of the at least one 
digital signal by the destination station (see at least, abstract, [0011]-[0014]: the 
examiner notes lifetime control). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include wherein the 
information representing at least one restriction forms part of the group of restrictions on 
the duration of authorization for the display of the at least one digital signal by the 
destination station, the storage of the at least one digital signal by the destination station 
and the printing of the at least one digital signal by the destination stations as taught by 
Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings in order to allow for the digital content create to maintain and enforce rings 
over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 

Claims 12. 13. 15. 19. 37-38. 40. 44. and 56 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal 
representing media content data in a communication network between a client module 
and at least one destination module, the modules being connected to the network, 
wherein it receives a request to transfer the digital signal to at least one destination 
module, the client module: obtains the digital signal obtains a first encryption key (see at 
least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the TIH public/private key); encodes the digital signal with the 
first encryption key (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: server encrypts the newly encrypted 
DEK with the TIH's public key); encodes the first encryption key with a second 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

10/758,024 

Art Unit: 2139 

encryption key associated with destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: 
encrypts the decrypted key with the client's public key); transfers the encoded digital 
signal to the destination module; and transfers the first encryption key encoded with the 
second encryption key to the destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the 
client decrypts the DEK with the client's public key and passes it along to the TIH). 

Rusnak et al. fails to teach information for the restriction on the use of the digital 
signal by the destination module, for which the digital signal is intended to be sent; and 
the usage restriction information being sent with the content. 

However Kobata et al. teaches information for the restriction on the use of the 
digital signal by the destination module, for which the digital signal is intended to be 
sent; and the usage restriction information being sent with the content (see at least, 
abstract, [001 1]-[0014]: the examiner notes secured transmission and delivery of digital 
assets with rights for a particular digital assets being provided to the user and FIG. 1 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include information for 
the restriction on the use of the digital signal by the destination module, for which the 
digital signal is intended to be sent; and the usage restriction information being sent with 
the content as taught by Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings in order to allow for the digital content create to 
maintain and enforce rings over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 
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Claims 14. 39 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 13, wherein the second encryption key is associated with the destination server 
(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: encrypts the decrypted key with the client's public key). 

Claims 16. 24. 25. 41.49 and 50 

Rusnak et al fails to teach a method for the transfer of at least one digital signal 
according to Claim 12, wherein the use restriction information comprises the 
specification of rights for copying or storing or reproducing or printing the at least one 
digital signal, the time validity of said rights, the specification of the resolution under 
which the digital signal should be accessed. 

However Kobata et al. teaches wherein the use restriction information comprises 
the specification of rights for copying or storing or reproducing or printing the at least 
one digital signal, the time validity of said rights, the specification of the resolution under 
which the digital signal should be accessed (see at least, abstract, [001 1]-[0014]: the 
examiner notes secured transmission and delivery of digital assets with rights for a 
particular digital assets being provided to the user and FIG. 1 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include iwherein the use 
restriction information comprises the specification of rights for copying or storing or 
reproducing or printing the at least one digital signal, the time validity of said rights, the 
specification of the resolution under which the digital signal should be accessed as 
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taught by Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
combine the teachings in order to allow for the digital content create to maintain and 
enforce rings over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 

Claims 17 and 42 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 12, wherein the first key is a secret key, and the second key is a public key 
associated with the destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: The TIH 
public/private key is the secret key and the clients public key is the public key). 

Claims 18. 43 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 17, wherein the public key is obtained by reading by reading storage means of 
the client module or by generating a request on the communication network to a 
centralized server or to the destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47). 

Claims 20. 21 , 45. 46. and 58 

Rusnak et al. teaches a method for the transfer of at least one first digital signal 
representing digital media content data and which has been encoded using a first 
encryption key (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47), in a communication network between a 
client module and at least one destination module, the modules being connected to the 
network, wherein, when the client module transfers the encoded first digital signal to the 
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destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47), the destination module: stores the 
first digital signal encoded with the first key (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47); obtains the 
first key, by decoding a message transmitted by the client module, with a second key 
associated with the destination module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47 and col. 6, lines 
46-54: the client decrypts the DEK with its private key); decodes the stored first digital 
signal with the first key, into a second digital signal representing at least part of the first 
digital signal module (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47 and col. 6, lines 46-54: the client 
passes to the handler with decrypts the DEK with its private key and he digital content 
can be made available to the client) 

Rusnak et al. fails to teach transmitting the information for the restriction on the 
use of the digital signal to the destination module and taking into account at least part of 
the use restriction information within the digital signal. 

However Kobata et al. teaches transmitting the information for the restriction on 
the use of the digital signal to the destination module and taking into account at least 
part of the use restriction information within the digital signal (see at least, abstract, 
[001 1]-[0014]: the examiner notes secured transmission and delivery of digital assets 
with rights for a particular digital assets being provided to the user and FIG. 1 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include transmitting the 
information for the restriction on the use of the digital signal to the destination module 
and taking into account at least part of the use restriction information within the digital 
signal as taught by Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
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motivated to combine the teachings in order to allow for the digital content create to 
maintain and enforce rings over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 

Claims 22 and 47 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 21 , wherein at least part of the second digital signal is transferred to at least 
one of the destination stations (see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47). 

Claims 23 and 48 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 21 , wherein the second key is associated with the destination server (see at 
least, col. 3, lines 8-47). 

Claims 26 and 51 

Rusnak et al. teaches the method for the transfer of at least one digital signal according 
to Claim 20, wherein upon reception of a request to transfer the first digital signal 
encoded with the first key to at least one second destination module, the destination 
module: obtains a third key associated with the at least one second destination module; 
encodes the first key and information for the restriction on the use of the at least one 
second destination module, with the third key; transfers the first digital signal encoded 
with the first key to the destination module; transfers the first key and use restriction 
information encoded with the third key to the at least one second destination module 
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(see at least, col. 3, lines 8-47: the examiner notes that a different destination device 
would require a different key (e.g. third key)). 

Claims 9, 10, 35, and 36 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rusnak et al. (US 6,098,056) in view of Kobata et al. (US 2002/0077985 A1) and 
Zweben et al. (US 2003/0229508 A1 ). 

Claims 9 and 35 

Rusnak et al. fails to teach wherein the first digital signal representing media content 
data is at a first resolution and in that the destination server device also determines the 
whether information representing at least one restriction associated with at least one 
destination station has been transferred by the client server device and, if so, generates 
the second decoded digital signal at a resolution lower than the first resolution of the 
first digital signal representing media content data. 

However Kobata et al. teaches restriction on digital signals (see at least, 
abstract, [0011]-[0014]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include restrictions on 
digital signals as taught by Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings in order to allow for the digital content create to 
maintain and enforce rings over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 
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Rusnak et al. and Kobata et al. fails to teach a first digital signal representing 
media content data is at a first resolution and in that the destination server device also 
determines the whether information representing the second decoded digital signal at a 
resolution lower than the first resolution of the first digital signal representing media 
content data. 

However Zweben et al. teaches a first digital signal representing media content 
data is at a first resolution and in that the destination server device also determines the 
whether information representing the second decoded digital signal at a resolution lower 
than the first resolution of the first digital signal representing media content data (see at 
least, [0049]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. and Kobata et al. to 
include r a first digital signal representing media content data is at a first resolution and 
in that the destination server device also determines the whether information 
representing the second decoded digital signal at a resolution lower than the first 
resolution of the first digital signal representing media content data as taught by Zweben 
et al. . One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the 
teachings in order to reduce processing capabilities of the thin computing device for the 
digital signal content (see at least, Kobata et al., [0010]). 
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Claims 10 and 36 

Rusnak fails to teach wherein the destination server device also determines whether 
information representing the at least one restriction has been transferred by the client 
server device and, in the negative, the destination server device transfers the second 
digital signal representing the whole of the first digital signal. 

However Kobata et al. teaches wherein the destination server device also 
determines whether information representing the at least one restriction has been 
transferred by the client server device and, in the negative, the destination server device 
transfers the second digital signal representing the whole of the first digital signal (see 
at least, [0078]-[0079]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Rusnak et al. to include wherein the 
destination server device also determines whether information representing the at least 
one restriction has been transferred by the client server device and, in the negative, the 
destination server device transfers the second digital signal representing the whole of 
the first digital signal as taught by Kobata et al. One of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to combine the teachings in order to allow for the digital content 
create to maintain and enforce rings over the digital content (see at least, Kobata et al., 
[0010]). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kari L. Schmidt whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1385. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday: 7:30am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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